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Response 

1 . The response filed on 8/1 3/2008 lias been received and made of record. 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-17 and 19-39 have been fully 
considered but are not persuasive for the following reasons 

Applicants respectfully submit that Chaney fails to disclose, teach, or suggest, all 
of the elements of the present claims. For example, Chaney fails to disclose, teach, or 
suggest, at least, "receiving a service request according to a session initiation protocol, 
initiated by a first user and terminated at a second user, in a device serving tlie second 
user, " ",forwarding ttie received service request from tine device to an application server 
to process the service request, " and "first determining in the device, based on the 
received processing result, whether a service request processing of the service request 
in the device is to be stopped," as recited in independent claim 1, and similarly recited in 
independent claims 19, 21, and 23". 

Examiner respectfully disagrees, because Chaney discloses "receiving a service 
request according to a session initiation protocol, initiated by a first user(A-11) and 
temninated at a second user(B-12) , in a device (P-CSCF 26) serving the second user, " 
, forwarding the received service request from the device to an application server (PIM 
SERVER 25) to process the service request, " and "first determining in the device, based 
on the received processing result, whether a service request processing of the sen/ice 
request in the device is to be stopped (see figs. 1, 3 and 4 and col. 5, lines 20-65). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the Invention was described In (1) an application for patent, published under 
section 122(b), by another filed in the United States before the Invention by the 
applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by 
another filed In the United States before the Invention by the applicant for patent, 
except that an International application filed under the treaty defined In section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application 
filed in the United States only if the international application designated the 
United States and was published under Article 21 (2) of such treaty in the English 
language. 

3. Claims 1-17 and 19-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Chaney U. S. Patent No. 6,947,724[hereinafter Chaney]. 
As per claim 1 , Chaney discloses a method, comprising the steps of: 
receiving a service request according to a session Initiation protocol, Initiated by a first 
user (TER-B), and terminated at a second user (TER-A) in a device(S-CSCF 15) 
serving the second user (TER-A )(see figs. 1 and 4 and col. 3, line 55 to col. 4, line 31 
and col. 5, lines 20-41); 

forwarding the received service request from the device to an application server(HSS 

16) to process the service request(see figs 1 ,4 col. 5, lines 30-42); 

receiving In the device a processing result of the processed service request from the 

application server (see fig. 3 and col. 6, lines 10-52); and 

first determining, in the device based on the received processing result, whether a 

service request processing of the service request in the device(see col. 5, lines 43-65). 
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As per claim 2-4, Clianey discloses the method according to claim 1, wherein the first 
determining step further comprises the steps of: 

checking whether the processing result received from the application server includes an 
indication for stopping the service request processing for the second user, and when the 
indication is present, stopping the service request processing for the second user (see 
fig. 3 and col. 6, lines 10-52 and col. 7, lines 20-67); 

As per claim 5, Chaney discloses the method according to claim 1 , further comprising 
including destination identifiers in the service request forwarded to the processing unit 
and the processing result received from the processing unit, the first determining step 
further comprising the steps of: 

comparing the destination identifiers of the service request forwarded to the processing 
unit and the processing result received from the processing unit, and stopping the 
service request processing for the second user when the compared destinations 
identifiers are different (see col. 7, lines 20-67). 

As per claim 6, Chaney discloses the method according to claim 1 , further comprising 
the step of: second determining, based on the received processing result, whether to 
foHA/ard the service request to a third user (see figs and 4 which could obviously be 
utilized with more two users)(col. 6, lines 10-52 and col. 7, lines 20-67). 
As per claims 7-11, Chaney discloses the method according to claim 6, further 
comprising the steps of including destination identifiers within the service request 
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forwarded to the processing unit and the processing result received from the processing 
unit; the second determining step further comprising the steps of: 
comparing the destination identifiers of the service request forwarded to the processing 
unit and the processing result received from the Application server (see page 5, line 66 
to col. 6, line 8);and 

switching to originating mode and forwarding the service request based on the 
destination identifier included in the processing result when a determination is made 
that the compared destination identifiers are different (see page 5, line 66 to col. 6, line 
8). 



4. As per claims 1 2-1 7 and 1 9-39, the claims include features similar to claims 1-11, 
thus claims 12-17 and 19-39are rejected same rational as claims 1-11. 



5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, liowever, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 



Conclusion 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 

examiner should be directed to Salad E Abdullahi whose telephone number is 571-272- 

4009. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 - 5:00. If attempts to reach the 

examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Ario Etienne can 

be reached on 571 -272-4001 . The fax phone number for the organization where this 

application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. Information regarding the status 

of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 

(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 

either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is 

available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 

http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 

system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/Salad Abdullahi/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2157 



